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pyMARKS/A^^TIMENTS 



• ♦ a „i««„c s 1 4 and 21-29. By this amendment, claim 8 has been 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
CMms S-,4 and 2.-29 were rejected under ^^^SSS^^ 
„ comp.y with the L .££SZ 3-* coded da,a are 

The rejection is respectfolly traversed. « whe rein 

independent method claim 8 has been amended ^^^^J^y 
the visible content and the invisible ^.^^^SS^St^^ "that 
simultaneously." to^P^^.^.^??^JSk8 " The Examiner 
the printer simultaneously prints multiple ^^^^^ ^ visi ble codes are 
conunued by stating'^ 

printed simultaneously per se. Thus Je«amw described by 

Litation of toame^rinter ^^^^^^ md visible content 
the specification. The necessary support for printing invisio 

substantiallysimultaneouslyisdes^ filed May 23, 2000, now patent 

Co-pendingU.S Appl^ 
6,785,016, issued August 31, 2004, and mcorpora y 

application (see page 2 of the *P* clficat ^ data and 

according to claim 50, wherein the printer is con fi^2i t heTecond surface." The second 
additional information -»f«< Patent 
surface is defined in claim 1 as a surface ont o which is pnnt* descri bing 
No. 6,785,016 further includes ^the [^^J^^^^^^v^ 
graphic data printed Y^^^^^^^ at page 8, line 5, which 
invisible ink, that is included in *e^ es ^ e ^ e ±e m specification has been 
is amended by the present amendment ^ ? he coded data 3 are printed 

amended to include the ^^^^^^ju inclusion of this incorporation 

S Li noiafaftm*^ *e incorporation by reference. 
" TheApplicantsrespe^^ 

and "additional information" as used m the f 1 ^ 8 ^^ (e.g., text, graphics, etc.) 
patent 6,785,016, all refer to ^.^^^^^^^ coded data of the present 
printed on a surface, and which is ^^^^^^^ of the claim 
invention. Further, the Applicants assert that an in^ ^ v ^ description requirement, 
language in the specification is not required to sat isf> *e written p ^ ^ 

See e.g., MPEP 1302.01: "A ito«M J* ^ if^thThltZagraph of 35 U.S.C. 

hae^oatosatis^^^ 

1 12. Eiselstein v. Frank, 52 F.3d 1 035, W3S, j« uor^ 



Appln No. 09/721,862 

Amdt. Dated October 11, 2004 

Response to Office action of August 24, 2004 6 

re Wertheim, 541 F.2d 257, 265, 191 USPQ 90, 98 (CCPA 1976). See also 37 CFR 1.121(e) 
which merely requires substantial correspondence between the language of the claims and 
the language of the specification" In the present application, the Applicants assert that 
there is now substantial correspondence between the language of the claims and the 
language of the specification. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the application is now in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration and allowance of the application is courteously solicited. 
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